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AMENDMENT ACCOMPANYING RCE TRANSMITTAL % 

c> 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed November 6, 2002, and in 
support of the Request for Continued Examination filed herewith, please enter 
the following amendments and consider the remarks which follow. 

IN THE CLAIMS : 

Please amend claims 1, 12, 27 and 30 according to the attached sheets. 
REMARKS 

Claims 1 and 4 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the applicant's admitted prior art (AAPA) in view of 
Mlyazawa et al (US Patent No. 5,953,619) and Evans et al (US Patent 
6,150,184). 

Claims 2-3 and 5-11 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the AAPA in view of Miyazawa et al and Evans et al, and 
further in view of Joshi et al (US Patent No. 6,322,849) and Van Buskirk et al 
(US Patent No. 6,316,797). 
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